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PRE- APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 
ACCOMPANIED BY NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Sir: 

In response to the Final Action of April 14, 2009, Applicant requests review 
of the rejection prior to preparing an Appeal Brief for the following reasons: 
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REMARKS 

This Request for Review is filed with a Notice of Appeal with fee in 
response to the Final Action of April 14, 2009 in which claims 1-7 and 11-44 were 
v finally rejected. 

The Examiner has applied a new document, namely Abramov (U.S. Patent 
No. 4,577,345), which indeed relates to fingerprint sensing techniques. Especially 
Abramov teaches to use a pressure sensitive membrane having a conductive surface 
(i.e. electrical resistance) facing the array of contact pads for translating the 
fingerprint pattern into a conductive pattern of ridges and valleys of the finger 
[abstract, col. 3, lines 12-22]. 

Firstly it should be noticed that Abramov is totally silent about fingerprint 
sensors implemented by capacitive measurements or capacitive measurements in all. 
In addition Abramov (as well as also Salatino and Watanabe) is totally silent about 
polymer layers and thus the fact that interconnecting wires are metallizations 
between polymer layers, and that the at least one driver electrode and/or at least one 
sensor electrode is metallization between polymer layers . 

Especially all the referred prior art documents fail to teach that the driver 
electrode and/or the sensor electrode would be metallalization between polymer 
layers in the flexible substrate material. For example, in Figure 13 of Salatino' s 
document it is depicted a greatly enlarged schematic cross-sectional view of a 
contact pad portion of the IC -device of Figure 12 of Salatino et al, which also is a 
greatly enlarged view of the IC-device of Salatino et al. It is to be noted that Figure 
13 depicts only the tiny contact pad portion (30") of the whole sensor (30), and does 
not relate to the whole sensor arrangement as is the case with the amended claims of 
the present application of the applicant. 

The difference of the present invention compared to the prior art solutions, 
such as solution of Salatino et al is clear e.g. in Figure 3 of the present Applicant's 
disclosure, where the driver electrode (321) and the sensor electrode (322) are 
metallization between two different polymer layers (325 and 365) in the flexible 
substrate material. In addition, in the present disclosure the electrodes (321, 322) 
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are in direct contact with the two different polymer layers (325 and 365) which is 
not the case with the prior art, such as Salatino et al, where the electrodes (54) are 
not in direct contact (see e.g. Figures 12 and 13) with the passive layers (122, 123) 
being e.g. silicon nitride, which is held to be a polymer layer by the Examiner. The 
same applies also to interconnecting wires of the present invention, which are 
metallization between polymer layers. 

Furthermore, it should be noted that in reality there is no teaching or 
suggestion to combine the references of Abramov, Salatino et al and/or Watanabe. 
If the Examiner should feel otherwise, the applicant respectfully requests the 
Examiner to point to a specific principle that would suggest such a combination and 
modification. 

However, even in a hypothetical combination of the teachings of Abramov, 
Salatino et al and/or Watanabe the person of ordinary skill would not end up to the 
present invention described in the amended claims, because the hypothetical 
combination would fail to result in the interconnecting wires being metallizations 
between polymer layers, and at least one driver electrode and/or at least one sensor 
electrode being metallization between polymer layers. 

Therefore, the obviousness rejection clearly erroneous and re-opening of 
prosecution is requested. 



FJM/mo 

Ware, Fressola, Van Der Sluys & Adolphson LLP 
755 Main Street, P.O. Box 224 
Monroe, CT 06468 
(203) 261-1234 



Respectfully submitted, 




Francis J. Magufce^ 
Registration No. 31,391 
Attorney for the Applicant 



